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10511 BOWE LN S.E
PORT ORCHARD, WASHINGTON 98367

April 6, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell.,

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition ta the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allaow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry tec actually build 1ts systems around
goverpment eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very <oncerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the Tegislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key tao our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal c<ommunications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have naot been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers

Once a&gain, T urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I lTook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

JD FOOQS
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Thomas Jacobson

793 West State Road 130
Hobart, IN 485342

April B, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingten, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
reguired to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers hy trying to force the 1ndustry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It 1s the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to leok through,

I am very concerned that this regquirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can callect information between sources like phone cumpanies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to cur personal communications, the
gavernment is ¢reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access ocur personal communications Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies shouid have built—in
witetapping.

I Yook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Thomas Jacobson
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Suzen Riley

435 So. Humphrey Ave Apt #303
Oak Park, IL 60302

April 6, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissiaon
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned 1ndividual, I am writing to express my oppasition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have burlt—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. tongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allaw
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It 1s the eguivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be buillt with a peephcle for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerrned that this requirement represents an end—run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deljherations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s agaressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to cur personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications Past
efforts to provide this sort of bhackdsor access have not been successful and
only created a rich oppartunmity faor hackers

On<e again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have buiit—in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing vour thoughts an this matter.

Sincerely,

Suzen X. Riley
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Helen Roussos
13200 Midway Ave.
Rockville, MD 20851

April 30, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
reguired to have burlt—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service PFroviders and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveilllance. The FBI 15 going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actualiy build its systems around
government eavesdrepping. It 1s the equivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources i1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the Tegislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to cur personal communications, the
gavernment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
EvEn rogue covernment agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sart of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Helen Roussos
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DM Turner
313 Orange Road
Montclair, nj 07042

April 18, 2004

FCC Chajrman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissinon
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chajirman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do ncot believe this reguirement is necessary, or desirable for security and
tawfullness. Longstanding laws already reguire Internet Service Providers and
Internet telephone companies to allaw the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI
15 going far heyond these existing powers hy trying to force the industry to
actually build 1ts systems around government eavesdropping. It is the
gquivalent of the government requiring all new homes be built with a peephole
for law enfarcement to look through,

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end—run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect 1nformation between sources Tike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e—-mail. The FB81 s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
gavernment 1s creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access aur personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
anly created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I laok forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

DM Turner
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Krister Johansen
870 £ £1 Camino Real #35
Mountain View, CA 34040

April 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michae]l Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Strest SW

pashington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual. I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI 15 going far beyond these existing
pawers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It 1s the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes he built with 2 peephole far law enforcement to l1ook through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberatiens, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources Jike e-mail. The FBI s agqressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the Jegislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to cur personal communications, the
government 15 creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communicatiens, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
oniy created a rich opportunity for hackers.,

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communicatien technclogies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Krister Johansen
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t.m. policastro
€ arthur ave
centereach, ny 11729

April 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel}
federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20594

FCC Chairman Powell.

As a concerned 1ndividual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access

I do not believe this recuirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allaw
the FBI to conduct survelllance. The [B1 15 going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build 1ts systems around
government eavesdropping. It 15 the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be buillt with a peephaole for law enforcement to look through,

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between scurces like phone companies and data
sources J1ke e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our persanal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our persanal communications Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdour access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department gof
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look farward to hearing vour thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

t m. policastro
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evan schloss
237 wvassar st.
rochester, ny 14607

April 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC  205%4

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required tc have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe thiys requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveilllance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the 1ndustry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to lcok through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Cangress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect informaticn between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The fBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative srocess to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communicatiens, the
government 15 creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
gven rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdonor access haye not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Tustice that our new Internet cemmunication technolegies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Evan Sc¢hloss
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Ann  Rennacker
31200 Sherwood Rd
Fort Bragg, Ca 85437

April 18, 2004

FCC chairman Michael Powelj
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not bhelieve this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI 15 going far beyond these existing
powers hy trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for jaw enforcement to look thraough.

1 am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can c¢ollect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI 5 aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our perscnal communications, the
government is creating the very real patential for hackers and thieves or
even rogdue government agents to access our persanal commgnijcations Past
efforts to provide this sart of backdoor access have nat been successful and
only ¢reated a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have buiit-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Ann Rennacker
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Deidre Purcell
PO Bax 265
Jamaica Plain, MA 02130

April 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Communicatians Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, 0C 20954

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required toc have built-in wiretapping access,

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveilllance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
pawers by trying to force the industry to actually build 1ts systems around
government eavesdropping. It 1s the equivalent of the government requiring all
new hames be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress, Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources Jike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggqressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful halance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not heen successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technolaogies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing vour thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Devdre Purcell
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Rosemary Amico
1142 Curtis (t.
Madison., Wiscansin 53703

April 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Cammission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 205354

FCC Chalrman Powell:

As a concerned individual, T am writing to express my apposition ta the
Department of Justice s request that 211 new Internet communication services he
required to have built-in wiretapping access,

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. longstanding laws already
require Internet Seryice Providers and Internet telephone <ompanies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI 15 going far beyond these existing
powers hy trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be bujilt with a peephole for law eaforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI c¢an collect information between sources like phone <ompanies and data
sources Jike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal <ommunications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access gur personal cemmunications, Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not heen successful and
only created a rich gpportunity for hackers,

Once again, I urge you to appose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Tustice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

T look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Rosemary Amico
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Richard w#iley, CMSGT., USAF, Ret
8 Danbury Lane
Mauldin, SC 29682

Anr1l 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Cocmmission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chayrman Powell:

As a concerned 1ndividual, I am writing to express my oppasitian to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communicatien services be
reguired to have built—1n wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying ta force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It 15 the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to jook through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
eveEn rogue government agents to access gur personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to appose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I laok forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Richard Wiley, CMSGT., USAF, Ret & Delores Gihney
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Dennis Ledden
143941 Trinidad Drive
Rancho Murieta, CA 95683

April 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
reguired to have buiit—in wiretapping access,

I do not believe this recuirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveirllance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the 1ndustry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping, It is the equivalent of the government requiring al}
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to Tgok through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress., Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources Jike e-mail The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
evYeEn rogue government agents to access our persgnal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again., I urge you to oppose the dangercus suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have bhuilt-in
wiretapping.

I Yook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Dennis Ledden
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marc daniel
119 e lawrence st
Mt. Vernon, wa 98273

April 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell,

As a concerned 1ndividual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet <ommunication services be
required to have built-i1n wiretapping access

I do not helieve this requirement s necessary. Longstanding laws aiready
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to canduct surveillance The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It 1s the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguiremsnt represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources Jike phane companies and data
sources like e-mail The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process ta alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our persenal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only <reated a rich gpportumty for hackers

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggesticn of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet caommunication technclogies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

marc daniel



Fri 30 Apr 2004 07 16 20 ow JAT F 3

David B Phelps
1910 s gover
kokamo, In 45302

April 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissien
445 12th Street SW

Washington, 0C 20554

FCC Chairman Powell

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s reguest that all new Intarnet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary, Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Praviders and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI 1s geing far bheyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It 1s the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephale for law enforcement to look through.

1 am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. {awmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources )ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process te alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
govermment 15 creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access gur personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of bhackdonr access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

once again., I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing yeur thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

David B Phelps
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Patrick wojahn
5015 iackawanna Street
College Park, MD 20740

April 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communicaticns Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powe!l:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have bullt—in wiretapping access,

1 do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the 1ndustry to actually build 1ts systems around
government pavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for Taw enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading aof the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rague government agents to access our perschal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sort of hackdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that aur new Internet communication technolegies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Patrick Wojahn
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Paul wilkins
2303 Cedros Circle
Santa Fe, NM 87505

April 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington. DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell;

fAs a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Seryice Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI 15 going far beycnd these existing
pawers by trying to force the 1ndustry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enfercement to look through.

I am very concerned that this regquirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberaticns, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s acgressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communicatians, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. past
effarts to provide this sort of backdeaor access have not been successful and
only created a rich apportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous sugocestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Togk forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely.

Paul Wilkins
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John Klein
2502 NE Wasco
Portland, Oregon 97232

Anril 17, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtaon, 0C 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access,

I do not believe this requirement s necessary. Lopgstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone campanies to allow
the FBI toc conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers hy trying to force the 1ndustry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It 1s the equivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement te look through.

I am very c¢oncerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberatians, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone campanies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s agqressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue goverpment agents to access cyr personal communications. Past
efforts to pravide this sort of backdoor access have not heen successful and
only created a rich oppartunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies shauld have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoushts on this matter.

Sincerely,

John Kleln
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Wilitam C. Reynolds
P. 0. Box 351
Oxford, OH 45056

April 17, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing ta express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication seryices he
required to have built~in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the 1ndustry to actually burld its systems around
government eavesdroppihng. It 1s the equivalent of the government regquiring all
new homes be built with a peaphole for law enforcement to Jook through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources Jike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communicatiuons. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not heen successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technelogies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I lock forward to hearing vour thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

William C. Reynoids
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Larry Epke
22448 Ridgeway
Richton Park, Illinois 0471

April 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
federal Cammunications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 209554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required te have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement 15 necessary. Langstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be bhuilt with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very caoncerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries fer how
the t8I can coliect 1nformation between sources like phane companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich oppartunity far hackers.
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June L Noble
31 Summit Avenue
Central valley , New York 10917

épril 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washington., DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

fis a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement 15 necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers hy trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdrapping. It 1s the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to ook through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-maii. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading ef the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. pPast
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion aof the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Mrs. June L Noble
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Tom Cordaro
1450 Green Trails Or
Naperville, IL 60540

April 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20354

FCC Chairman Powell:

s a concerned individual, I am writinJg to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that a'l 1ew Internet communicatian services be
required to have built-in wiretapnine access.

I do not believe this reguirement 1¢ necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct suryeillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
pewers by trying to force the 1ndustry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
hew homes be buiit with a peephole for law enforcement to l1ook through.

I am very cancerned that this reguirement represents an end~run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can c¢ollect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s agjrescivse and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative procesc ro alter that careful balance.

1 understand that by requiring a =oster key to our personal communications, the
gaovernment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestiaon of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Tom Cordaro
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Nina Polchlopek
105 East Center Road
West Seneca, New York 14224

May 3, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual., I am writing to express my cpposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have burlt-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI tp conduct suryvejllance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actualiy build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be bujilt with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberatians, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The ¥BI s adggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the Tegislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
gavernment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal commynications. Past
effaorts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and

only created a rich apportumity for hackers.

Once agaln, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technalogies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Nina Polchlapek
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william J. O’Brien
6565 S Syracuse Way Apt 2013
Centennial, CO 80111

April 20, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Lommission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20954

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my oppesition te the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
reguired to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Praviders and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers hy trying to force the industry ta actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the sqguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect infarmation between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e—mail The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government 15 creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogque government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor ac<cess have not bheegn successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once agdatn, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

William J. 0'Brien
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Cary Boren
301 Guerrero HE
San Franciscc, CA 94110

April 20, 2004

FCC Chairman Michasl Powell
Federal Communications Commissioh
445 12th Street Sw

Washington, BC 20934

FCC Chairman Powell:

fis a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built-in wiretapping access,

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI 15 going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to farce the 1ndustry to actually build 1ts systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole far law enforcement tg Jook through.

1 am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress, Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations. set up boundaries for how
the FBI <an collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process ta alter that careful halance,

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
EVENn rogue gavernment agents to access our persanal communications. Past
efforts to provide this soert of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to gppose the dangerous suggestijon of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communjcaticn technologies should have built—in
wiretapping,

I lock forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Gary Boren



dhad 00 Lo 2004 {27400 AM COT [

Jack David Marcus
215 West 92nd Street Apt. #H1SE
New York City, New York 14029

April 20, 2004

FCC Chairman Michzel Powel]
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned 1ndividual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to <onduct surveilllance. The FBI 1s going far beyand these existing
powers by trying to force the jndustry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up bhoundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-majl. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential far hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal <communications Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only c¢reated a rich opportumity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I ook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Tack Davyid Marcus
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Martha Mortan
16 Centerviile Way
Plymouth, MA 02380

April 20, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell.

A4s a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI 15 geing far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry te actually build 1ts systems around
government eavesdrapping. It 1s the equivalent of the government requiring al)
new homes be built with 2 peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources }1ke phone companies and data
sources 17ke e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process ta alter that careful balance.

T understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potent1al for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal cammunications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Gnce again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that aour new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wlretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Martha Morton
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Crystal Burns
2903 Country Circle Dr.
Mesguite, TX 75181

April 20, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20934

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned Tndividual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access,

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI 15 going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the i1ndustry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the esquivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to Tnok through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
souyrces 11ke e-ma1l. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would hypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government 1s creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only c¢reated a rich appartunity for hackers.

once again, T urge you to coppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Crystal L Burns
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Karen Eriksan
24 Ash St.
Spencer, MA 01562

April 20, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Pawell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Poweil:

As & cancerned individual, I am writing to express my agpposition te the
Department of Justice s request that all pew Internet communication services be
required tuo have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI 1s going far beyond these existing
nowers hy trying to farce the industry to actually builld 1ts systems around
government eavesdropping. It 1s the egquivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to Jook through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive delijberations, set up houndaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources Tike phane companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a mastar key to our personal cemmunications. the
gavernment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
EvYen rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers,

Once again, I urge you tu oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet <ommunication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Karen L. Erikson
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Donald Teixeira
37930 Palmer Drive
Fremont, CA 94536

April 20, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20534

FCC Chairman Powell.

s a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have burlt-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI 15 going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring ail
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Llawmakers, after extensive deliberations., set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legyisiative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our persopal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
geven rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sart of backdaoor access have naot been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers,

Oonce again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Tustice that cur new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Donald Teixeira



